
The City of Hermosa Beach encourages public participation in the governing process and provides reasonable accessibility to all public 
records except those documents which are exempt from disclosure by express provisions of law or considered confidential or privileged 
under the law. The City is under no obligation to respond to requests which are not focused or specific. The City may withhold 
documents which are exempt from disclosure under state or federal law, including the attorney—client privilege or any other applicable 
privilege. The City, in accordance with Government Code Section 6253(b), has ten (10) days to respond to any request for public 
documents by indicating whether or not the documents exist and will be made available. Actual production of the documents may take 
somewhat longer depending upon their ease of availability and staff workload. To assist us in providing a timely response to your 
request, please fill out the form below and indicate the specific record/document you wish to review. 


Name (please print); * « ^ 

Movui^ivu 

Email: 

Address: ^ 

Phone: ' 

City: 

Fax: 


Record or Document Requested: 

To assist the City with your request, please identify each requested record/document separately. Please be as specific as 
possible. Non specific inquiries may cause responses to be delayed or may prove to be burdensome and therefore the 
City may not be able to respond. (Additional sheets may be used) Submit all requests to the City Clerk’s Office. 



Photocopies are $0.20 per page (Mailing fee, if applicable is $3.00 plus postage). Fees must be paid before records are 
released. 

I agree to pay all applicable fees and charges per the City Council Resolution of Fees for any copies I request of the 
above mentioned document. Accepted method of payment: Cash or check. Credit card accepted in person only. 


Signature 


Date 


For Deoartmental Use Onlv: 

Action Requested: 

Action Taken: By 

Date 

Review Oniv 

Document Reviewed 

Non-Existent Document 

Copies Reauested 

Copies Provided 
Refusai/Reason 

Other (Piease Expiain) 

For Citv Cierk's Use Oniv: 

Date Requestor Notified 

Notified By: 

Date Picked Up or Maiied 
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Lizanne Castillo 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Elaine Doerfling 

Monday, March 06, 2017 9:03 AM 
Lizanne Castillo 

FW: Public records act request 


From; Morgan Ricketts rmailto:morQan@rickettsandvana,coml 

Sent: Thursday, March 02, 2017 10:51 PM 

To: Elaine Doerfling 

Subject: Public records act request. 

Dear Ms. Doerfling, 

The California Supreme Court held today in the City of San Jose v. Superior 
Court, Supreme Court Case Number S218066, that private emails from 
government officials that pertain to city business are public records subject to 
disclosure. 

Please provide all emails sent or received by city officials on their private 
email accounts, and aU emails sent or received by school board officials using 
their private email accounts, where the subject matters discussed pertain to 
any of the following subjects: 

Measure S 

Bond money issued or anticipated to be issued using Measure S 

The campaign for Measure S 

The likelihood of Measure S passing or not passing 

The success or failure of any previous school bond measures in any beach 
city (Redondo, Hermosa, Manhattan, El Segundo, San Pedro, Palos Verdes 
Estates, Rancho Palos Verdes, etc) 

Any plans, proposals, reports, evaluations, testing, or other preparations 
pertaining to how Measure S money would be or will be spent 
Any potential criminal charges against any school board member in relation 
to their conduct with respect to Measure S or the campaign therefor 
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Any potential civil claims against any city official ot the City of Hermosa 
Beach itself in relation to its conduct with respect to Measure S or the 
campaign therefor 

Any nonprivileged mention of legal advice received by either the school 
board or the city in relation to schools or Measure S. Nonprivileged here 
means that the email was circulated to a person outside of the organisation 
that received the legal advice. In other words, if a school board member 
disclosed legal advice received by the school board to a city councilmember, 
that email would not be considered privileged under this definition. 

The relevant time period is January 1, 2015 through the present. 

Thank you, 

Morgan E. Ricketts, 

Partner, Ricketts & Yang 

The law, in its majestic equality, forbids the rich as well as the poor to sleep under bridges, beg in the 
streets, and steal loaves of bread. 

- Anatole France 

Check us out on Yelp! 

http:/ /www.yelp.com/biz/ricketts-and-yang-pasadena 

540 El Dorado Street Suite 202 
Pasadena California 91101 
Tel; (213) 995-3935 
Fax: (213) 995-3963 

The preceding email message may be confidential or protected by the attorney-cUent 
privilege. It is not intended for transmission to, or receipt by, any unauthorized 
persons. If you have received this message in error, please (i) do not read it, (ii) reply to 
the sender that you received the message in error, and (hi) erase or destroy the 
message. Legal advice contained in the preceding message is solely for the benefit of the 
Ricketts & Yang client(s) represented by the Firm in the particular matter that is the 
subject of this message, and may not be reUed upon by any other party. 

Internal Revenue Service regulations require that certain types of written advice include a 
disclaimer. To the extent the preceding message contains advice relating to a Federal tax 
issue, unless expressly stated otherwise the advice is not intended or written to be used, 
and it cannot be used by the recipient or any other taxpayer, for the purpose of avoiding 
Federal tax penalties, and was not written to support the promotion or marketing of any 
transaction or matter discussed herein. 
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